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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

No Claims have been amended Claims 9 and 17 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1-8. 10- J 6 and J 8-29 are pending . 



Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 4/24/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A. Regarding Claims 1 and 24: Applicant argues in substance that cited prior art of 
record, Rodkin et al f6, 748, 3 85) fails to identify whether the content of the text 
files have been changed, fails to receive an indication that a content of a text file 
has been changed, and fails to provide an ability to generate an expiration 
command at the data center manager . 

A.l. Examiner respectfully disagrees. In response to Applicant's argument that 
the reference fails to show certain features of Applicant's invention, it is noted that the feature 
upon which Applicant relies (i.e., identifying whether the content of the text files have been 
changed) is not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). However, claim 5 comprises the 
feature of, "determining whether the requested data is current. . ." for which Rodkin et al in view 
of Lambert et al (6,038,601) is used to teach the claimed limitation. In particular, Lambert et al 
teach checking the content at the origin site to see if the content has changed (col. 12 lines 50-54), 
where upon expiration of the content, the content owner is contacted to determine if the content 
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has changed — the content owner's response is an indication that the content has been changed 
(col. 7 lines 45-60). Applicant's arguments are therefore non-persuasive and the rejections under 
Rodkin et al in view of Lambert et al are maintained. 

A. 2. Furthermore, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al both teach expiration 
commands associated with the content data. Rodkin et al teach expiration dates determined by 
the central server, wherein the content server is also used to distribute updated data to the content 
servers (colli lines 35-50, col.22 lines 32-34 and 58-64). While Lambert et al teach a caching 
server that assigns an expiration data to each piece of content (col. 12 lines 49-50) and content 
providers that set expiration dates for the meta-data list of content — TOC — wherein the content 
listed in the TOC also receives the TOC's expiration date (col. 13 lines 8-45). Applicant's 
arguments are therefore non-persuasive and the rejections under Rodkin et al in view of Lambert 
et al are maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-8, 10-16 and 18-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rodkin et al (USPN 6,748,385) in view of Lambert et al (USPN 6,038,601). 
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■ subscribing an origin server to a data center (Abstract, col.4 lines 5-43, col. 13 
lines 10-15); 

■ routing a data request from a browser to the data center, the data request 
requesting a dynamic content item and having an associated address indicating 
the origin server (col.4 lines 44-53, col. 13 lines 15-67); 

■ receiving at a data center manager, before expiration of the dynamic content 
item, a data change message from a trigger associated with the dynamic content 
item, the data change message generated in response to a change in the content of 
the dynamic content item (col. 11 lines 35-41, col. 19 lines 1-18, col. 21 lines 7-14, 
col.23 lines 8-43); 

■ generating an expiration command at the data center manger in response to the 
data change message (col.22 lines 7-45); 

■ receiving the expiration command from the data center manager (col. 21 lines 7- 
14, col.22 lines 32-34); 

■ updating an expiration time of the dynamic content item in accordance with the 
expiration command (col.22 lines 32-41 and 57-64); 

■ determining whether the dynamic content item is available at the data center 
according to the expiration time of the dynamic content item (col. 21 lines 7-31, 
col.22 lines 58-63, col.23 lines 8-36). 

Yet Rodkin et al fail to explicitly teach specific use of a browser in addition to: 
generating the dynamic content item at the origin server when the dynamic content is unavailable 
at the data center; retrieving the dynamic content item from the origin server when the content 
item is unavailable at the data center; and communicating the dynamic content to the browser. 
However, Lambert et al disclose retrieving content from the source machine when it is 
unavailable in the cache server and communicating the content via a web browser (col. 5 lines 40- 
60, col.6 lines 45-55, col.7 lines 45-60, col.8 lines 45-56, col.23 line 63-col.24 line 14 and col.32 
lines 3-26). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Rodkin et al and Lambert et al for the purpose 
of generating expiration indications pertaining to the content while provisioning retrieval of the 
content from the source when the content at the server is either unavailable or not up-to-date and 
implementing usage of a browser for communicating the requests and content in the system; 
because it provides a modification to the data access services of the system by allowing for 
access to the original source when the content of a server is unavailable. 

b. Claims 1 and 27 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 24 
and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 2, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1 Lambert et al further teach the method further comprising: receiving a data 
request at the cache server from a remote computer, the data request requesting data from the 
cache server; determining whether the requested data is available at the cache server; retrieving 
the requested data from an origin server when the requested data is unavailable; and 
communicating the requested data from the cache server to the remote computer (col. 5 lines 40- 
60 and col.32 lines 3-26). 

d. Per claim 3, Lambert et al teach the method for processing data according to 
Claim 2 wherein the data comprises a web page and further comprising generating the web page 
at an origin server (col. 1 lines 16-20 and col.5 line 40-col.6 line 5). 

e. Per claim 4, Lambert et al teach the method for processing data according to 
Claim 3, wherein generating the web page comprises generating the web page based on the data 
request (col 1 lines 16-20 and 27-31). 
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f Per claim 5, Lambert et al teach the method for processing data according to 
Claim 2, wherein determining whether the requested data is available comprises: determining 
whether the requested data is present at the cache server; and determining whether the requested 
data is current when the requested data is present at the cache server (col. 5 lines 56-60 and col. 12 
lines 49-55). 

g. Per claim 10, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1, Rodkin et al further teach the method further comprising generating the 
expiration command at the data center manager in response to the elapsing of a predetermined 
period of time (col.14 lines 3-10, col.21 lines 7-31, col.22 lines 18-31; Lambert etal: col.12 lines 
50-52). 

h. Per claim 11, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1, Rodkin et al further teach the method wherein generating the expiration 
command comprises: detecting a change in the content of the data associated with the origin 
server by a trigger associated with the data; generating a data change command indicating at 
least one changed item of content; and communicating the data change command to the data 
center manager (colli lines 35-49, col. 13 line 46-col.l4 line 34, col.21 lines 7-31, col.22 lines 
7-45; Lambert et al: col. 7 lines 55-58 and col.32 lines 12-18). 

i. Per claim 12, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1, Rodkin et al further teach the method wherein marking the data as expired 
comprises receiving the expiration command from the data center manager and determining the 
data to expire as a function of the expiration command (col.21 lines 7-31, col.22 lines 7-63; 
Lambert etal: col. 7 lines 52-58). 
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j. Per claim 13, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 12, Rodkin et al further teach the method wherein the expiration command 
expires a single web page (col.21 lines 7-31, col. 22 lines 24-34; Lambert et al: col. 12 lines 50- 
52). 

k. Per claim 14, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 12, Rodkin et al further teach the method wherein the expiration command 
expires a plurality of web pages (col.22 lines 46-63 col.24 lines 4-12; Lambert et al: col. 7 lines 
52-58). 

1. Claims 15 and 16 are substantially similar to claim 14 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

m. Per claim 18, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1, Rodkin et al further teach the method wherein the data comprises a web 
page using the hypertext markup language (colli lines 10-27, col. 16 line 34-coL17 line 15; 
Lambert et al: col.l lines 16-20). 

n. Per claim 19, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1, Lambert et al further teach the method wherein the expiration command 
comprises an Internet Cache Synchronization Protocol command (col. 8 lines 31-35 and 53-56; 
Rodkin etal: col.19 lines 14-18). 

p. Per claim 20, Rodkin et al.md Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 19, Lambert et al further teach the method wherein the expiration command 
comprises an Internet Cache Synchronization Protocol terse command and further including 
generating the expiration command at the data center manager in response to an Internet Cache 
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Synchronization Protocol verbose command (col.7 lines 53-58, col. 8 lines 31-35 and 53-56; 
col.19 lines 14-18, col.21 lines 7-31, col.22 lines 58-64). 

p. Per claim 21, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 1, Lambert et al further teach the method wherein the data has an associated 
request element identifying the data, the request element having a first portion and a second 
portion distinct from the first portion and wherein receiving data at the cache server comprises: 
filtering the first portion of the request element based on predetermined criteria associated with 
an origin server associated with the data; and identifying the data based on the second portion of 
the request element (col. 5 lines 5 1-60). 

q. Per claim 22, Lambert et al teach the method for processing data according to 
Claim 21 further comprising: receiving a request at: the cache server, a first portion of the 
request being distinct from the first portion of the request element and a second portion of the 
request being substantially similar to the second portion of the request element; and retrieving 
the data as a function of the second portion of the request and the second portion of the request 
element (col. 5 lines 51-60). 

r. Per claim 23, Lambert et al teach the method for processing data according to 
Claim 22, wherein the request element comprises a uniform resource locator and the request 
comprises a uniform resource locator (col.9 lines 59-60; Rodkin et al. col.22 lines 10-45). 

s. Per claim 25, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for providing 
efficient data access service according to Claim 24, Lambert et al further teach the method 
wherein subscribing the origin server comprises transferring domain name resolution service to 
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the data center and wherein routing the data request comprises resolving the address associated 
with the origin server (col.4 lines 17-19 and 30-34 and col.23 line 67-col. 24 line 1). 

t. Per claim 26, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for providing 
efficient data access service according to Claim 24, Lambert et al further teach the method 
wherein determining whether the dynamic content item is available comprises: determining 
whether the dynamic content item is present at the data center; and determining whether the 
dynamic content item is current when the content item is present at the data center (col. 5 lines 
56-60 and col. 12 lines 49-55). 

Per claim 28, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the system for processing data 
according to Claim 27, Rodkin et al further teach the system wherein the data center comprises a 
web server and a cache server and a flow control server (Figure 4, col. 13 lines 1 1-55, col.21 lines 
7-14; Lambert et al: col. 5 lines 9-60). 

u. Claims 6, 7 and 29 are substantially similar to claim 28 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

v. Per claim 8, Rodkin et al and Lambert et al teach the method for processing data 
according to Claim 7, Rodkin et al further teach the method wherein determining whether to 
grant permission comprises: granting permission to the cache server when the current load is 
below a predetermined threshold; and denying permission to the cache server when the current 
load exceeds the predetermined threshold (col.21 lines 3-6 and 32-40, col. 22 lines 58-64). 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Krueger et al (US 6,173,368), Srbljic et al (US 6,154,811), Murphy et al (US 
2002/0052778), Takahashi et al (US 2002/0162006), Al-Ali (US 2003/01 1 1592). 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information Per the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 

Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 

obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie Shingles 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 

kds 




